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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 
Responsive to Request for Continued Examination (RCE) filed on September 6, 2005. Claims 1- 
3 have been amended. Claims 8-9 are new. Claims 1-9 are now pending further examination. 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) 
of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, because the specification, 
while being enabling for transmitting data to the in-vehicle unit or the computer, does not 
reasonably provide enablement for transmitting data to the in-vehicle unit and the computer. 
The specification does not enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which 
it is most nearly connected, to make and use the invention commensurate in scope with these 
claims. The claims have been amended to describe that the map data is now being transmitted to 
both an in-vehicle unit and a computer. Why and how this is done is not clearly described in the 
specification. The fact the specification equates the in-vehicle unit and the computer by stating 
that the data can be sent to an in-vehicle unit or a computer and does not clearly describe the 
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purpose of this feature, its importance to the claimed invention, nor how this is done, conveys to 
one skilled in that art that this not a vital feature of the applicant's invention and should not have 
patentable weight. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-6 and 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fujiwara et al (U.S. PGPUB 2004/0012506). 

6. As per claim 1, Fujiwara et al teach an information service system comprising: 

an in-vehicle unit mounted in a vehicle (Figure 1); 

a computer installed at a specific; location other than the vehicle (Figures 1 and 

3); and 

a server linked to the in-vehicle unit arid the computer via a network (paragraph 

[0038]), 

wherein the in-vehicle unit and the computer each comprise map data, the server 
comprises pieces of map selection data, each of which specifies a map to be selected, and pieces 
of coordinate data, each of which specifies a point where additional information is to be 
presented on the, selected map, and is configured to transmit a piece of map selection data and a 
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piece of coordinate data to the in- vehicle unit or the computer (Figure 16, paragraphs [002, 

006. 008, 009, 0011]), and 

the in- vehicle unit or the computer are configured to present the individual maps by 
selecting a specified map from among the pieces of map data based on the associated piece of 
map selection data transmitted froze the server and adding information to a specified point on the 
selected map based on the associated piece of coordinate data transmitted from the server 
(Figure 16, paragraphs [002, 006, 008, 009, 0011]). 

7. Fujiwara et al fails to teach that the server transmits the data to the in-vehicle unit and the 
computer. However, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the Applicant's invention to transmit data to an in-vehicle unit and a computer because doing 
so would expand the services provided by the server, such navigation services, to users at a 
personal computers . 

8. As per claim 2, Fujiwara et al teach wherein the in-vehicle unit or the computer contains 
pieces of image data embeddable in an HTML document in addition to the pieces of map data, 

the server comprises pieces of HTML document data, and pieces of image selection data 
each of which specifies an image to be embedded in the HTML document and is configured to 
transmit the map selection data, coordinate data, HTML document data and image selection data 
to the in-vehicle unit and the computer (Figure 14, paragraphs [0038, 0112]), and 

the in-vehicle unit or the computer is configured to present the HTML document by 
selecting a specified image from among the pieces of image data based on the associated piece of 
image selection data transmitted from the server and adding the selected image to a specified 
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point on the associated piece of HTML document data transmitted from the server (Figure 14, 
paragraphs [0038, 0112]). 

Fujiwara et al fails to teach that the server transmits the data to the in- vehicle unit and the 
computer. However, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the Applicant's invention to transmit data to an in- vehicle unit and a computer because doing 
so would expand the services provided by the server, such navigation services, to users at a 
personal computers 

9. As per claims 3, 8, and 9, the claims contain similar limitations as claim 1 above, 
therefore are rejected under the same rationale. 

10. Regarding claims 4-6, the claims recite the in- vehicle unit having limitations 
corresponding to the above-mentioned. Despite the fact that the claims recites a term "plug-in", 
the claims do not distinguish over Fujiwara, because the "plug-in M is a known and arbitrarily 
used in place of modular software, which is required in HTML, JAVA or any other Markup 
language, to display data on a portable device. Although Fujiwara et al fail to explicitly teach the 
"plug in" feature, Fujiwara et al's teaching of modular software, including the using of HTML 
file, meets the scope of the claimed limitations. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ramsey Refai whose telephone number is (571) 272-3975. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 - 5:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on (571) 272-3913. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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